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that the CIA failed in its obligation under 50
U.S.C. 413 to keep those committees ‘‘fully
and currently informed.’’ The President’s In-
telligence Oversight Board which also con-
ducted a review of these activities, made
note of this failure in its report.

The draft report will be reviewed and re-
leased, as appropriate, at the beginning of
the 105th Congress.
Haiti

The Committee undertook an investigation
as to whether intelligence collection and re-
porting on Haiti was being politicized by pol-
icy officials. The Committee heard testi-
mony from a variety of witnesses, including
representatives of CIA, DIA and the State
Department. A report has not been prepared
pending further investigation and the com-
pletion of an inquiry on Haiti by the Inspec-
tor General of the Department of State.
Iran/Bosnia

In April 1996, press articles asserted that
the Clinton administration had not objected
to the shipment of arms from Iran into
Bosnia. Specifically, the U.S. ambassador,
when asked by Croatian government officials
for the U.S. position regarding such ship-
ments, was ordered by senior State Depart-
ment and NSC officials to respond to the
Crotians that he had ‘‘no instructions.’’ The
Committee voted to investigate ‘‘those as-
pects of the transfer of arms to Bosnia that
fall within the committee’s responsibilities
to conduct oversight of the intelligence ac-
tivities of the United States Government.’’
Specifically, the Committee’s investigation
focused on the following issues:

How was the ‘‘no instructions’’ policy im-
plemented?

How did the State Department, National
Security Council (NSC) and CIA react to this
policy?

What effect did the CIA’s lack of under-
standing of the policy have on events in the
region and on relations within the embassy
itself?

Did the implementation of this policy con-
stitute a covert action?

The Committee will review the findings of
the investigation and issue a report in the
105th Congress.
The Ames espionage case

The Committee continued to work on is-
sues that arose as a result of the espionage
of Aldrich Ames. One issue, identified in the
Committee’s 1994 report on this case, was the
failure of the CIA to keep the oversight com-
mittees fully and currently informed of the
1985–86 losses of assets and of important de-
velopments in its efforts to determine the
cause of those losses. This failure was made
more egregious by the fact that, in several
instances prior to Ames’ arrest, members of
the Committee had asked pointed questions
about ongoing counterintelligence problems.

Acting DCI Admiral William Studeman
stated that the CIA had failed to meet its ob-
ligation under Section 502 of the National
Security Act, requiring that Congress be in-
formed of all intelligence activities includ-
ing ‘‘any significant intelligence failure.’’
The Committee then investigated whether
this failure to notify was intentional. The
Committee, as a result of the inquiry, did
not find that any senior CIA official ever di-
rected the withholding of information from
Congress. The investigation did reveal, how-
ever, that CIA officials did not consider
bringing the issue of espionage problems to
the attention of Congress. Not all CIA offi-
cials understood the requirement of Section
502. Congress does not have to ‘‘ask the right
questions’’ in order for information to be
conveyed the Intelligence Community must
be forthcoming.

A second issue relating to Ames’ espionage
concerned whether intelligence reporting

that may have come from controlled Soviet
sources influenced U.S. decision making. The
Committee’s investigation revealed manage-
ment problems in the dissemination of cer-
tain reports and the degree to which these
were conveyed to policy makers with accu-
rate and proper caveats. However, neither
this Committee, the Defense Department nor
the CIA were able to discover any U.S. deci-
sions that were influenced by controlled-
source reports. Indeed, given the inherent
complexity of Defense acquisition decisions,
it would be highly unusual—if not impos-
sible—for this process to be influenced solely
by such reports alone, whether accurate or
controlled.

Finally, the Committee asked the Inspec-
tor General of the Department of Justice to
conduct a review of the FBI’s performance in
the Ames case. The Department of Justice
agreed to do this in February 1995. However,
by the end of the 104th Congress the Justice
IG had not yet finalized what has been de-
scribed as a voluminous and weighty report
that the Committee expects to be of great
value in its review of the Nicholson and Pitts
espionage cases.
CIA drug trafficking investigation

In August 1996, the San Jose Mercury News
published a series of articles regarding the
introduction, financing, and distribution of
crack cocaine into communities of Los Ange-
les. The articles alleged that one of the drug
trafficking rings responsible for introducing
crack cocaine to Los Angeles was operated
by a Nicaraguan who used some of his drug
profits to provide lethal and non-lethal as-
sistance to the Contras. Furthermore the
Mercury News articles implied that the CIA
either backed, or at least condoned, the drug
trafficking activity. In September 1996, the
Committee began a formal investigation into
these allegations. Separate investigations
were also begun by the Inspectors General
(IG) of the Department of Justice and the
CIA.

The scope of the Committee’s investiga-
tion focuses on the following questions:

Were any CIA operatives/assets involved in
the supply or sale of drugs in the Los Ange-
les area?

If CIA operatives or assets were involved,
did the CIA have knowledge of the supply or
sale of drugs in the Los Angeles area by any-
one associated with the Agency?

Did any other U.S. Government agency or
employee within the Intelligence Commu-
nity have knowledge of the supply or sale of
drugs in the Los Angeles area between 1979–
1969?

Were any CIA officers involved in the sup-
ply or sales of drugs in the Los Angeles area
since 1979?

Did the Nicaraguan Contras receive any fi-
nancial support, through the sale of drugs in
the United States, during the period when
the CIA was supporting the Contra effort? If
so, were any CIA officials aware of this ac-
tivity?

What is the validity of the allegations in
the San Jose Mercury News?

The Committee, in keeping with past prac-
tice, also stated that it would await the com-
pletion of the two IG investigations and re-
view the results as part of the Committee’s
inquiry into this matter before issuing a re-
port.

Since the beginning of its investigation,
the Committee has engaged in many activi-
ties to gather information, including:
tasking the Congressional Research Service
for background data related to the Iran-
Contra investigations; taking the IGs of the
Department of Justice and CIA to provide
access to all material that they compile in
the course of their investigations conducting
several interviews in Washington, Los Ange-

les, and attending and participating in two
‘‘town hall’’ meetings in South Central Los
Angeles.

The Committee’s investigation will con-
tinue into the 105th Congress, with much
more data to be reviewed and interviews to
be conducted. For example, the CIA IG has
identified over 6000 documents available for
Committee review. The Committee also an-
ticipates additional travel related to this in-
vestigation, including additional trips to
California and Nicaragua. As previously
mentioned, the Committee will not complete
its investigation until it has had the oppor-
tunity to review the results of the two sepa-
rate IG investigations that will likely not be
completed until the end of 1997.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. UPTON] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. UPTON addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]
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URGING PASSAGE OF THE NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FOX] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FOX of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise tonight to urge the adoption
and final form of the National Defense
Authorization Act for fiscal year 1998.
The challenge we have is to protect
U.S. interests in an uncertain world,
Mr. Speaker. The continued decline in
defense spending and ongoing reduc-
tions in the size of U.S. armed forces
combine that increasing pace of oper-
ations especially in peacekeeping and
humanitarian relief missions are com-
pelling the U.S. military to do more
with less. Managing budgetary mili-
tary and strategic risks in this envi-
ronment requires the defense program
that balances the imperatives to main-
tain forces ready to deploy and fight
today to sustain a decent quality of
military life and to prepare now for
these certain challenges of the future.

H.R. 1119 helps restore a measure of
balance to the Nation’s defense pro-
gram by doing the following: Sustain
the readiness of U.S. combat forces
safeguarding the resources and the
training required for victory in high in-
tensity combat which is what makes
U.S. troops the best in the world, pro-
viding a decent quality of life to serv-
ice members and their families to ease
the men and problems associated with
the high level of activity and numerous
operations for an all-volunteer mili-
tary that is 65 percent married, striv-
ing for adequate modernization to in-
sure today’s technological edge for the
U.S. troops on tomorrow’s battlefields
and implementing real defense reform
by downsizing unnecessary defense bu-
reaucracy and making defense business
practices more efficient.
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I believe this legislation, Mr. Speak-

er, helps to restore balance to Ameri-
ca’s defense program essential for man-
aging the risks to U.S. national secu-
rity in an uncertain world. I am espe-
cially pleased that certain amend-
ments have been included within this
bill not least of which is the veterans
preference which was adopted earlier in
a voice vote that I offered and as well
the recognition, remembrance to the
POW/MIA’s from the Vietnam war, as
well as the resolution and amendment
from the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
BUYER] and the gentleman from Rhode
Island [Mr. KENNEDY] to improve the
Department of Defense and Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs’ investigation
of Persian Gulf illnesses and the treat-
ment of ill gulf war veterans. Specifi-
cally, the amendment will authorize
$4.5 million to establish a cooperative
DOD-VA program of clinical trials to
evaluate treatments which might re-
lieve the symptoms of gulf war ill-
nesses, require the Secretaries of both
departments to develop a comprehen-
sive plan for providing health care to
all veterans, active duty members and
reservists who suffer from the symp-
toms of the gulf war illnesses.

And finally, Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. BACHUS]
and I worked together on an amend-
ment to deny military benefits to any
person who has been convicted of a
State or Federal crime where death is
a possible punishment or sentenced to
imprisonment without parole, and this
of course is in the case of Timothy
McVeigh, where you have seen someone
who caused the tragic deaths of so
many people in Oklahoma, over 168,
and this is certainly not someone who
is fitting to have a military funeral
and a military burial befitting a hero,
and this legislation will certainly ad-
dress that particular oversight.

I submit to you this legislation to
help our defense is appropriate, it will
keep U.S. at the cutting edge of tech-
nology and will correctly and properly
make sure that we care for and attend
to the needs of our servicemen and
women who are doing so much in the
defense of this country.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. RANGEL] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. RANGEL addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
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SUPPORT MFN FOR CHINA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. DREIER] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, in about
15 hours we will be casting one of the
most important national security,
trade, foreign policy votes of this year,
and I am referring of course to the vote
which will call for ending normal trade

relations with the People’s Republic of
China. It is very important this year
because, as we sit here on the verge of
the reversion of Hong Kong to China,
the termination of a 99-year-old lease,
it seems to me that we have a respon-
sibility to recognize the plight of the
people of Hong Kong.

It is very fascinating to observe the
message which has emerged from Hong
Kong. There is no more respected fight-
er for political pluralism, human rights
and economic freedom than Martin
Lee. Martin Lee has been an outspoken
advocate, having fought diligently in
Hong Kong for all of these things, and
he has sent a very strong message on
this vote which we are going to face to-
morrow. He said, ‘‘The nonrenewal of
MFN would hurt U.S. Badly. This is
something we cannot afford when we
are already undergoing a critical tran-
sition.’’ No one, no one is fighting on
the front line for human rights and
those things which we as Americans
feel so strongly about than Martin Lee.

The Governor of Hong Kong, Chris
Patten, has said, ‘‘I say to you on be-
half of the whole community in Hong
Kong that you will not help U.S. by
damaging our economy and damaging
confidence in our future. The best way
to help U.S. is by renewing MFN and
continuing the policy of engagement
towards China.’’

Now these are two people who are
right there on the scene. It is very easy
for the U.S. to sit here in Washington,
DC and do what makes the U.S. feel
good rather than doing good. The fact
of the matter is there are people there
and there are people here in this House
who fortunately understand how im-
portant it is.

Today in the Wall Street Journal
there was a great piece written by
some extraordinarily patriotic Ameri-
cans. Ronald Reagan’s Ambassador to
the United Nations Jeane Kirkpatrick,
our former colleague and former HUD
Secretary Jack Kemp, former Defense
Secretary Donald Rumsfeld, former
presidential candidate and great busi-
ness leader Steve Forbes, the former
Secretary of Education Lamar Alexan-
der; in today’s Wall Street Journal
they wrote:

China has undergone significant liberaliza-
tion and reform that have resulted in greater
freedom for the Chinese people, and we be-
lieve that China is well on the road to major
development, modernization and fuller par-
ticipation in the processes of the democratic
and law-abiding nations of the world. We
know it is not there yet. The U.S. debate
should focus on what policies we should fol-
low to enhance, and not hinder, these favor-
able trends, and on what policies are most ef-
fective in dealing with problem areas.

Now, Mr. Speaker, that is why today
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
FOX], my colleague, has joined along
with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
PORTER], chairman of the Human
Rights Caucus, the gentleman from
California [Mr. MATSUI] from the other
side of the aisle, the gentleman from
Arizona [Mr. SALMON], someone who
came up with many of the great ideas,

the gentleman from Arizona [Mr.
KOLBE], in putting together legislation
that we will be introducing called the
China Human Rights and Democracy
Act, geared toward that last sentence
that I mentioned in the Wall Street
Journal piece that appeared today.

We should look at positive ways. We
have been dealing with Members who
have opposed MFN like the gentleman
from New York [Mr. SOLOMON], the
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
SMITH], and others. I am hoping that
they will join as cosponsors of this leg-
islation when we introduce it because
all it is, is positive movement by in-
creasing funding for the National En-
dowment for Democracy which has
played a role in encouraging village
elections, where 800 million Chinese
have participated with secret ballots,
with noncommunist candidates in gen-
erating and selecting their own leaders,
and we also called for increasing that
very important message which we have
all fought for through Radio Free Asia
and the Voice of America.

So I hope that many will join this
legislation that the gentleman from Il-
linois [Mr. PORTER] and I and others
are introducing, and let me close, Mr.
Speaker, by addressing an issue which
has gotten a great deal of attention.

There is a view that religious leaders
in this country stand en masse oppos-
ing normal trade relations with China.
Well, I was very pleased last week to
have received a letter from the Great
Reverend Billy Graham who does not
want to get involved in the MFN de-
bate and he made that very clear. But
he did say the following in his letter to
me.

I am in favor of doing all we can to
strengthen our relationship with China and
its people. China is rapidly becoming one of
the dominant economic and political powers
in the world, and I believe it is far better to
keep China as a friend than to treat it as an
adversary.

Mr. Speaker, I hope very much that
my colleagues will join tomorrow by
voting no on the resolution of dis-
approval.
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THE 25th ANNIVERSARY OF TITLE
9 OF THE EDUCATION ACT
AMENDMENTS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Hawaii [Mrs. MINK] is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. MINK of Hawaii. Mr. Speaker,
today marks the 25th anniversary of
Title 9 of the Education Act Amend-
ments of 1972 which prohibits sex dis-
crimination in educational institutions
receiving Federal funds. To commemo-
rate the 25th anniversary of Title 9 the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
BONIOR], the gentlewoman from New
Jersey [Mrs. ROUKEMA] and I along
with 61 other cosponsors have intro-
duced a concurrent resolution which
celebrates the accomplishments of
Title 9 supporting efforts to continue
pursuing the goals of educational op-
portunity for women and girls. I will
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